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"8 friends ; whoſe judgment, from long - 
© experietice, he had good reaſon to v 
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to 3 at the Viſitation of Dr. now 


Sir Wm. Scott, at Canterbury, in 2 


the year 1788,) to throw 1 it into the 
1 form of a Sermon, and to make ſuch 


= 


= additions to it, as were conſiſtent with , 
the time allotted for ſuch a ſervice. <q 
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e reception it then met with from 1 


- 


* his learned mn 8 in ſome x mea- ; 


his frien EM 
8 TY ** 


b It has ſince lain by him, in that 3 
fate, till the ſpring of the preſent 


7 o * 5 It 
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when ſome new thoughts 


= of daes, which appeared to him, to 
| . | conſiderable weight in ſupport,” 
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viate the - principal d 
ve: been, urged againſt bie t 
writer above - mentioned, WY 
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1 is muc lamented, though 42 
by-no means to be wondered at, (the F 2 


beser cine ring contre). 

that the writings of moſt of the N 9 
|  Cbviſtians, have periſhed; and tt. 
we have no account of their nr. 


Ba ments, upon various ſu 
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ſeems to be juſtiflable more . | 

« was neceffiry: to the ſucceſs of his) ' 

1 argument—more, the author | * L 
| - than Dr. Priefiley will, upon cod 


reflection, undertake to defend. Af. 
the hiſtory of the Miraculous Con- 
ception, was a forgery ; St. Luke had 
nothing to do with it. If it Was 
not a forgery, but his genuine com- 
| poſition; it muſt ſtand its ground 
. St. Luke 8 credit, as an Me 
is gone for ever. 
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To conclude ; the Author begs 
15000 to obſerve to the reader, that 
he has endeavoured, in his remarks 


upon Dr. | Prieſtley 8 arguments, 
| ane, 
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. anity, independent of every other evi=, 
' dence of its truth, that it treats men a8 "* 
rational beings, and invites them to ex» © | 


of the hope that was in them—and ſuch ag 
| manifeſted a ſpir of enquiry, were highly 


2 


As 'this 88 was not ot publiſhed i in 


an age of barbarity and ignorance, but in 


the moſt enlightened period of which 
ancient times could boaſt, the invitation 


to freedom of enquiry was not an uſeleſs 


one. It was actually ſubjected to the 
ſevereſt ſcrutiny, both among the Jews, to 
whom its glad tidings were firſt commu- 
nicated, and among the more poliſhed 
Gentiles. The former poſſeſſed, in an 


eminent degree, every advantage to cruſh 


this riſing religion, in its infancy ; and the 
Goſpel hiſtory furniſhes us with ample | 
evidence, that they availed themſelves of | 
thoſe advantages : nor, are there wanting 


; inſtances in the ſame hiſtory, of its ſuſ- 


taining an examination, equally rigid, 


among the wiſeſt and moſt intelligent of 
the Greeks and Romans; not to mention 
the many controverſies, between Chriſtians 
and Heathens, upon the merits of their 


teſpective religions, recorded by profane 
. Hiſtorians, 


Modern 


os. 2 


. . times pretend to vie with and 
even to excel antiquity in wiſdom, and a 
more extenſive progreſs in grocral ſcience; 
and, in many important reſpects, their 
claim is indiſputable. Yer, with all the | 
advantages of the objeftions, borrowed * x 
from the ancients, added to thoſe, which 5 
their own ſagacity has diſcovered, Chriſti- 
anity has ſtood its ground, and baffled 
every effort of wit and argument, which 
genius, united with the ſtrongeſt powers of 
F reaſoning, could exert, 


— 


In the early part of the preſent century 
particularly, the truth of our holy religion 
was ſcrutinized with uncommon vigour 
by its adverſaries; which produced ſuch 
' pleas in its favour, as have not only 
enriched. our language and our libraries, 
and done immortal honour to the worthy 
authors of them, but afforded ample ſatiſ- 
faction to the impartial enquirer, into the 
general evidences of its truth, 8 
: A Rn. 


* 
If we except the celebrated hiſtorian 

of the Roman Empire, who has, lately, 
- renewed the attack upon Chriſtianity, and 
been ſolidly anfwered by perſons of the 
© firſt character, for genius and literature, 
. reli gious controverſies now ſeem to take 


a different turn. The queſtion now is, 
not whether Chriſtianity, in the groſs, is | 


true, or not; but whether particular 


duoctrines and facts, at preſent contained 
in the received copies of the New Teſta- 
ment, are properly underſtood— or are 
parts of the genuine, and original copies 
of that book? Upon the former of theſe 
ſubjects, the ſentiments of profeſſed, and 
ſerious Chriſtians, are (I had almoſt ſaid) 

as wide as the poles; for which, (were 
this a proper place for it) various cauſes 
might be aſſigned. There are others, in 
my eſtimation, - equally. deſerving the ap- 


peellation of ſerious Chriſtians, who think 


n _ of ſome. 
of 


50 


of the facts, recorded i in our Pikes * N 5 : 
of the epic | 


TY is with this latter claſs of Chriſtians 45 
that I am, at preſent, concerned; parti- 
cularly with relation to the Hiſtory of the A 
Miraculous Conception of the Author of 
our Religion ; ; which not only occupies 
# much larger ſpace in the narrative of 
- the Evangeliſts, than any other fingle fact, 
which they have recorded; but is related, 
in a moſt circumſtantial manner, and with 
an evident deſign to make a' ſtrong im- 
preſſion upon the mind of the reader. 

This narration, | however, it ſeems, was- | 
carly ſuſpected of being a forgery, and no = 
part of the original, authentic hiſtory , 4 
-o Jeſus Chriſt, And though i it has, for near 
| ſeventeen centuries, 2 at leaſt, generally been 
received by the Chriſtian churchy as of che 
fame authority with the other parts of the 
ae yet, as it is poſſible that it may 
0 1 have 


* 
— 


have been one of the early corruptions of 
genuine Chriſtianity (of which, it muſt- be 
owned, there were too many inſtances) it 
ſeems to me, perfectly conſiſtent with that 
ſpirit of enquiry which Chriſtianity evi- 
= dently encourages; and with the cleareſt 
| principles of genuine proteſtantiſm, that 
= candid, and impartial enquiry, ſhould. 


bde made into the evidences for the truth 
of this miracle and that the exceptions 
which were formerly, or are, at preſent, 


urged againſt its authenticity, ſhould be 

_ conſidered with attention; that it may 

appear, whether there is any juſt reaſon 
wy e ee from the ſacred code. 

7 af the Miraculous ae is a cun- 

i ningly deviſed fable—If there is any good 

ground to-{6ppoſe that it was a fabrication, 

invented after the publication of the Goſ- 

pels, to anſwer the purpoſe. of a party; 

or to aggrandize the character of Jeſus: 


l 


8 250 
3 


- 


te 


beyond the limits which were intended 
by the Almighty; or which he himſelf: 
aſſumed; let it no longer diſgrace the 
records of Chriſtianity. .. | Whoever can 
point out the impoſture, will be entitled, 
not to the cenſure, but to the applauſe of / 
all wiſe and good men of all who prefer 
truth to falſehood fact to fiction. 


If, on the other hand, the Miraculous 
Conception reſts upon the ſame hiſtoric | 
evidence which authorizes us to receive 
the other parts of the New Teſtament 
If. it coincides with other meaſures of di- 
vine providence, in its communication 
with mankind ; particularly as thoſe mea- 
ſures are connected with the character and, 
office of Jeſus—we have as little reaſon to | ' 
be aſhamed to receive it, as to receive ny, 2 
of the- undoubted; and uncontroyerted 
facts recorded in the Goſſ pel e 9 


* 


; 


$ + S 
; © 4 
- 
0 * # 
* * 4 * * 
F * - 
=." 
8 5 a 
Je ry 7 1 
* 
. 
i 
* 
= 2 - 
= 1 _ * 
= s * 
= 


"C*) 


i b that 1 have 
| . i view Dr. Pricfiley's celebrated attack 
= wpon this primary Miracle recorded in 
1 our Goſpels; in which he is clearly of 
= opinion that it deſerves to be ranked 
E among the corruptions of Chriſtianity, . 
uud that it was coined on purpoſe to give 
= dignity to our Lord, to which he had 
„ i 1 no leg or claim, 


1 It 1 bur . to » this ingenious mo 
E-- Indefarigable writer, to acknowledge that 
5 be has ſupported his opinion with great 
AM ability and acuteneſs, and adduced a va - 
| riety of arguments againſt the Miraculous 
Conception, which well deſerve the atten- 
1 tion of the friends of Truth. Some of 
= them, however, appear to me to be highly 
© injurious to the cauſe of Chriſtianity in 
= general: and others, that ſeem to carry 
Y the greateſt weight with them, are not ſo 

| ter, at * in 1 wy opinion, as to 
warrant 


- - 6 


 warrant-a 10 es of the account iich 
the Goſpels give of this matter, I e h 
therefore, though fully ſenſible f the 
very ſuperior abilities of Dr. Prieſtley, 
. lar. to the reader, in ri 
pages, ſuch obſervations, as oecurred % 
me, upon a careful peruſal of his. work. 
| Whether they have a tendency to obviate  - 
any of the objections urged. againſt rhe, 
Miraculous Conception, by our author, 
and to throw light upon the ſubject, mult; | 1 
be left to the judicious reader to detet- 
mine. I have only to add, in their I 
behalf, that they are not, that I am aware. 4 
of, mixed with an unbecoming ſeverity of 

language, too uſual in controverſies of this 

kind, though it can never, really, be oK 

ſervice to any cauſe; nor have I uſed an 
arguments, which the whole tenor of the ; 
Scriptures, do not appear to me to juſtify, 


* 


even upon Dr. Prieſtley's own api. 
4 He has « right. the trexment fs gens | 
TOTP» dem 5 


at 


5 deman ; for he writes like one ; e | 
too acute, and too earneſt, in the cauſe in 
which he is engaged, to be trifled with: 
not to mention that a contention of this 


nature, ſhould be engaged in, not for 
victory, but for truth; the profeſſed ob- 
1 88 of all our ee 

* The exceptions made to the Miraculous 
Conception of our Saviour, by Dr. Prieſt- 
ley, are of three kinds — thoſe taken from 
its natural improbability — thoſe drawn 
from the Evangelical hiſtorians own ac- 
count of it, or its internal evidence; and 
- laſtly—thoſe which ariſe from its external 
evidence, or, to expreſs myſelf with more 
E accuracy from the defect of evidence 

ow Eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, 


Upon each of theſe beads, Dr. Prieſtley 
has expatiated, very largely, in his cele- 
ned. H * of the Corruptions of 

Chriſti- 
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Chriſtianity — in the Theological Repo- 
ſitory, (a periodical work, of which he is 

the avowed Conductor,) and occaſionally; 
in other parts of his writings; and in 
remarking upon them, .I' ſhall follow ne | 
method here laid down. 


* 
a 
. 


Upon the ſubject of the natural impto- 
bability of this Miracle, our author ob- 
ſerves, © that he cannot diſcover any 
« reaſon, why Chriſt ſhould be born of a; 
« Virgin rather than in the uſual way 
* or that it was at all neceſſary, or advan- 
ce tageous to the great object - of his 
* miſſion, or to qualify him for fulfilling 
« it,” On the, contrary, he afferts, “that 
tea priori it . muſt have appeared leſs | 
; probable that Chriſt, being ſent on ſuck. | 
« a miſſion. as his was, ſhould be born o | 
«a Virgin, than that he ſhould be born 
«© like other men; as it might have been 
72 a that he would not have been 


12 f „ pro- 


* 


* - 


7 C2 3: 
produced in this manner, if it had not 
been for the ſake of giving him Wen 
1 advantages in point of conſtitution, as 

4 men, born in the uſual way, cannot 
j j «© naturally have.” See Theol. Rep, vol. 

| 1 PP- 250, 251. 


This jeaſonin g. I confeſs is plauſible. 
Bot may it not, with propriety, be aſked, 
© whether we are, in all caſes, competent 
judges, a priori, what would be the mea- 
\ ſores of the divine conduct towards man: 
Find? A priori, it might be thought that 
| God, who originally eſtabliſhed the laws 
of nature, and fixed the order of the 
I world, would not have broken through 
| that eſtabliſhment, or changed that order 
aud that whatever benevolent purpoſes he 
- had formed i in behalf of the human race, 
| they would have been executed in perfect 
conſiſtency with that order and that eſtab- 
© liſhment. Thus the Deiſt would reaſon, Ki, 
_- i vpn 


3 opon Dr. Pe ina but he & 
1 would reaſon "weakly, becauſe fact and 
experience are againſt him! Revelation 3 
informs us, that the laws of nature were : 


actually reverſed, in a thouſand inſtances 
| — that water was turned into wine at a2 
word ſpoken, contrary to the uſual proceſs 

of nature—that great multitudes were fed 
by a few loaves and fiſhes; the very frag- 
ments of which, far exceeded the original 
quantity — that perſons wanting a limb 1 
had them reſtored to them; and that even 
tze dead were raiſed again to life, after | 
"7s the ſtrongeſt evidences of a diſſolution. 14 


44 F > 


What could have been more oppoſite bY 
any priori reaſonings than the temptation. 
— the transfiguration—the reſurrection and 

the aſcenſion of our Saviour? Who that 
has obſerved human life and nature, would | 
have expected to ſee ſo perfect and com- 5 

5 Plete a A a as that of J hy cxhibited | 
in 
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in buman form? Moſes and the Pe 
were great and good men, and they, each 
of them, ſhone in the exerciſe of ſome 
particular virtues. — But Jeſus's virtues © 
were unbounded, and unmixed with any 
ſtain or | impurity. His character was, 
truly, 4 unique; perſectly ſingular, and 
vnexampled i in the creation; as were the 
circumſtances (if any regard is to be paid 
to the records of Chriſtianity) that at- 
tended the whole of What we know of him. 
His hiſtorians ſay, his birth was extraor- 
dinary, and they uniformly ſtile him, in 
a ſenſe peculiar to himſelf, the don, and 
| the only begotton Son of God, and the voice 
| from Heaven, at his baptiſm, announced 
him as ſuch. This is my beloved Son, in 
- . whom I am well pleaſed. It is needleſs to 
* fay any thing of his life; for all who know | 
any thing of it, will not heſitate to admit, | 


chat never man was, in this reſpect, like | 
* him ! A when he died, he did not, 
Win = like 


0 ? 2 J Ld ) bj | > e ** : | A 
like other men, continue under the Ad- 0 


nion of death, but roſe again, and aſcended 
5 to that Heaven from whence he n 


came. 


„ 8 
8 


From this view of things, which, I ſup- 
poſe, will be allowed by all who conſider 
it with attention, not to be an unfair one; 
it may, I think, be left to any- man's cool 
and deliberate judgment to determine, 
whether reaſonings, om what might have 

been expected (if allowed in the caſe be- 
fore us) would not affect all miracles 
whatſoever; and all deviations. from the 
common and regular modes of inſtruction, 
and e affect, even the n | 


When it is ſaid that Chriſt came iy from 
Heaven, and talked of aſcending up where he was 
before; attempts have been made to apply theſe 
expreſſions figuratively ; but nothing that I have ſeem + 
is ſatisfatory to me. A prior exiſtence ſeems neceſ: 


farily connected with ſuch Gs. ; py | 
the laſt, | 


. bility 10 


% X 


* 


"Tw) 


Cl itſelf! „ 
overti wing the faith of hiſtory, and 
giving the lie to the records of ſeventeen 
* centuries—to the works of friends and 
enemies to ancient medals and coins 
| and to numerous publick monuments and 
inſcriptions In a word, it would be 
| renouncing evidence, equal to what we 
7 Rove. for any en fact Wee 1 
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Te this nabukg 18 it 
©: ill be replied, that moſt. of the Mira» 
cles of the Goſpel, differ very materially - 
from this, which we are now confidering, 
in the importance of the object, which 
1 they had in view. I hoſe were evidently 
4 well calculated to produce conviction, that 
| Jeſus was the Mefliah— but this does not 
- ſeem to have becn made known to the 
E early converts to Chriſtianity, and but 
Nightly, if at all referred to, chroughout 
1 of the New Teſtament, . Nay, 
- our 


ane Alle we does not - 4 
appear to have anfvered any end whats Y 


| © (which is ſud 15 be the ges odjllbof 
© the whole revealed will of God) ii d | 


 « clared to be juſt as acceptable, fromthe 


« mouth of the Son of Joſeph and Mary} 
« as from the mouth of any inan created} - 

for the purpoſe—from that of an angel 
5 A | 
=: ſpeaking from Heaven b1t®-!- 4 


gn. 


1ſtouldbeveryvanilling walter, chatthe 5 
other Miracles recorded in the Goſpels were 
not ſufficient atteſtations of the Meſliahſhip 

of Jeſus, and of the truth of the doctrine | 
of Immortality, caught by him, i indepen- 
dent of the doctrine of the Miraculous 
Conception; for I am diſpoſed to believe. 2 
(for reaſons that will afterwards be aſ- I 


T4 4 fin - 


Ggned) that this  dodtrine was not, for 
ſome conſiderable time, made known to 


| * Theol, Rep. vol. iv, p. 246. 
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| do. not-ſee chat ihe Mefiahſhip of Jeſus, 


and the doctrine of Immortality would 


not not have been received with additional 
ſuatisſaction, when ſo ſignal a mark of the 
divine favour came to be atteſted * cre- 
eee 155 


i. £/the 8 1 it proper to 
give a Revelation to mankind, which was 


intended to be of laſting and univerſal 
benefit to them; it appears to me, far from 


I improbable, that the meſſenger, whom he 
mould think it proper to employ, would 


be inveſted with every mark of dignity, 


| which might have a tendency to convince ; 
men of his heavenly origin. And it is 
remarkable that ſome of the Jews, at leaſt, | 
in our Saviour's time, certainly thought 
this would be one ch aracteriſtic of their 


© Mefliah, that he ſhould not have an ordi- 


* * * 4 5 8 * #2 80 2 & nary 
— ” * 


Lo 


the majority of Jewiſh believers, or indeed 
to any of them. But admitting this, I 


* 


* 


"Tr 19 . 
: nary birth. When. Chrif cometh, nd man 'Y 
_  fnoweth. whence be is. And it was ob- 
jected againſt Jeſus, that he was the Cars 
penter s ſon, whoſe father and mat ber they . 
knew. This notion they probably drew 
from the Prophet Iſaiab, who ſeems.. #9 
intimate ſomething of this kind, when, in 
his celebrated deſcription of the Meſſiah's 
character, he aſks. with an appearance of 


> wonder and aſtagiſhmanterarbe och de- 


clare eee, e 


The Doctrine of Immortality may, to | 
Dr. Prieſtley, be juſt as acceptable from 
the mouth of the Son of Joſeph and Mary, 

| as from the mouth of any other being, - il 
however exalted but, to me, the dignity | 
of the perſon, would be fo far from being 
an objection, that it would the more rea- 
dily claim my regard. The; caſe was a i 
2 ane, and ſeems to juſtify, ap 
I have already binted, extraordinary mani: 4 


% Wo interpoſition. at 


tz 
wits WV 


18 


8 re thi advantages which a miraeu- 
10008 birth might be ſuppoſed to give to 


our Saviour, I feel my incompetency to 
| ſpeak upon this ſubject: but I have no 
- difficulty in admitting that, if it had been 
tte pleaſure of the Almighty, thoſe ad- 

| rvantages might, (whatever they were) have 
all been communicated in a natural way, 
as well as by the manner in which Jeſus 
is ſaid to have heen produced. Yet I 
cannot, with Dr. Prieſtley, think, that its 
being more honourable to Chriſt to have 
come into the world, without the hel p of 


Man, is an affair of Imagination only, 


If the Miraculous Conception is a fact, 
and the power and influence of the Holy 
Spirit is taken into the account ; it muſt, 
ſurely, be ſomething more than an ima- 


ginary honour It certainly muſt, what- | 
ever Dr. Prieſtley may ſay to the contrary, 
in the eye of every man who believes it, | 
enhance the dignity of our Saviour's cha- 
e ee 
1 wh. 


* 


whether his reaſoning upon this part of 
the ſubject, bears fo hard upon its authen- 
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valuable end, in RON" "is bio a. 1 
the world, whom the Almighty diſtin- 
guiſhed, ſo remarkably, from the reſt of 


mankind. 


#2 


But enough of priori Reaſonings; 
which, it is preſumed, even Dr. Prieſt- 
ley would lay but little ſtreſs upon, in 
a caſe of this nature, if he did not con- 
ceive there were other cvidences that the 
Miraculous aa is OE to 1 
ne fag ba 


What theſe evidences are, we are now 
to enquire. And, in the firſt place, ve 
ſhall conſider his exceptions to this Mi. =; 
racle, derived from the Goſpels them- 
ſelves ; or, from their internal evidence; 3 
and ſubmit it to the reader's judgment, 


ticity, as he ſeems to think it does; only _ NJ 
premiſing that the evidences for, or * 
re B 4... =. 
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che Miraculous etched, Are Ren 


this ſource, require no laboured reſearches, 
They are open to every man's obſerva- 
- tion, and the plain Engliſh reader, who 
zs at all converſant in religious matters, is 
&: cbimpetent to judge of them, when 
| ptoperly Nated, "as the wiſe learned and 
| eillightened.” 6 


5 The firſt obj abia Miracles, 
which.1 ſhall mention, is, that Mark and 
John are, entirely, filent upon the ſubject. 
Dr. Prieſtley thinks, that © if any part of 
the Goſpel hiſtory. required to be par- 
«ticularly authenticated, by the teſti- 
e mony of different hiſtorians, i it was this; 
** eſpecially as many things, of far leſs 

et conſequence, are recorded by them my 
3 , and very ciroumſtantilly. 7 bc 1 121 


LA 


To render this objeftion of any great 
Sicht, ir ought, I think,” to be enn 


5 2 Then. e wi iv. Pe 263. 
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are e ws one Evangeliſt hich are 


related by another; and that they all unite 1 li | 
in giving their teſtimony, to every fact of | t 
| importance: This, however, is ſo far 
from being the fact, that even the transfigu- 3 
| ration, of which John himſelf was a ſpecta- 
tor, is not mentioned, or eyen hinted at, by ; 
him, ſo far as I can recolleR, i in any part 
of his Goſpel ; nor, indeed, in any one of 
his three epiſtles! But are we to reject 
the teſtimony of thoſe Evangeliſts, who 
have recorded this Miracle, becauſe i it is 
omitted by others? If it be ſaid, that the 
transfiguration is not a fact of equal im- J 
portance with the Miracle in queſtion, 
and that therefore; it was not fo neceſſary 2 
to be recorded by all the Evangeliſts—we =, 
will take another inſtance, | 


11 Dr. Prietiby's i againſt the 
Miraculous Conception, from the filence + 
of Mark and John, is a fair one, what 
„ al i 


"Ch 3 


. ail we a of the Abbes of Chriſt? 
3 — fact, the importance of which, even 


our Author himſelf, it is preſumed, will 
not deny? It is recorded by Mark and 
Luke, but, is wholly omitted by the other 
Evxangeliſts. Upon his principles there- 
fore, the Aſcenſion of Chriſt ought not to 
be believed by Chriſtians, becauſe, (to uſe 
his own words) if any one fact deſerved to 
be particularly authenticated, by the teſ- 
ur eee eee it was this. 


5 The fame may be faid of 2 great vari- 
4 ety of other circumſtances recorded by one 
Evangeliſt, but omitted by others, of 
which the reader will eaſily be convinced, 
by a flight view of Dr. Prieſtley's, or any 
other harmony of the Goſpels. 


I dall ſelec one, only, of theſe, as it 
has the adyantage of but one of the Evan- 


heal. hiſtorians to record it, and yet it 
has 
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bs not, that 1 know nk; been” objetel 60 
upon that account. The caſe to Were „ 
| refer, is the atteſtation of Pilate's 105 1 2 
to the innocence! of Jeſus's character, t 
the critical, and important moment, nh 3 
he was about to be publickly condemned 
as a malefactor. Have thou nothing to do 
with that juſt man ; for. I, have en, 2 
many things; this night, in a dream, 1 
cauſe of him. Matt. xxyil. bi ry: 41448 2 "2 
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"If it be alked how st. Bente tal a. 
the knowledge of this citcumſtance '2Y 
Whether he had it from Pilate — ; 
from Pilate's wife from the m meſſetiger |. 
whom ſhe ſent to hini—or from any other 
perſon, to whom it was conimunicated: 7 1 
Theſe are queſti veſtions which 1 feel 1 A 
abſolu tely incapable of * anſwering!” + Fins 
perſon of tolerable abilities might work 
up ſome very formidable objections pn 
narration, (as Dr. Prieſtley has done, in 
| the caſe before, 9), to > which, .o > other | Ih 
* aufer, i F 
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e bela be given, tha thit it Kü 


. good an opportunity as any of the 
- 'Eyabgeliſts, of obtaining perfect informa- 
tion about all things, of which he wrote, 
mom the very firſt. If he could be de- 


Seived i, this, or in any other inſtance, 
what regard will be due to the reſt of his 


Hiſtory Lor what criteria have » we to 
| Ciſtinguilh fable from-troiti? 


». * = 


T0 25 ahr wis reaſoning the caſe be- 
1 - Matthew and Luke record the 


| 8 he Miraculous Conception.— 


1 
. FR  * 
4 © thing ing of the 


1 ＋ — that v ve gan tell, have known that 


at f + iad & <5: 


1 one, or both of them, had undertaken to 
. record the hiſtory of our Lord's birth, 


= x, * 1 ** „„ 


ia Wee © repeat it. 15 


155. 2 dhe refore vans” 1 dif. 
hes hat the oon of i one, or Mort of 
the, ya hiſtorians, 0 not juſtify 


kind but they might, for any 
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3 ade the: credit of the hiſtorian; who had 


Mako gnd Joby. i is ſaid, omit every 
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4 attention. 2 Se a 


che rejection of narrations of fits, ww 


by the reſt, without affecting the credibilit | K 5 I | 


of other facts, which even Dr. Prieſtley will Y | 
not be inclined to diſpute | Of courſe, * 
the hiſtory of the Miraculous Conception 


is not, on this account, able to ay 


e EIS 
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Thus much may, 1 think, with {ala 


pricty, be ſaid, upon the ſuppoſition that bk 


theſe Evangeliſts are ſilent about the Mi⸗ 


raculous birth of Jeſus. Whether they 1 


are ſo, or not, I ſhall neither affirm, nor 
deny, but ſimply ſtate what the Evange- 
liſts have recorded ; being perſuaded, that 
what they have ſaid, 15 at *. 2 of 


'T here are four perſons, EE. have WY, 


| dertaken to be the hiſtorians of the life, 
| and tranſactions, of our Lord ; all of whom 


appear to me, and have indeed generally Nl 
1 been 4 


a) 


| deepacknovledged to have, an equal claint 
to our credit. And, upon their informa- 


tion, ſo far as it goes, we muſt depend, for 
the judgment we are to form of Chriſti- 
anity, and of the nature and character of 
its author. Now, it is very remarkable, 
that each of theſe original hiſtorians differs 
from the reſt, in their introductory ac- 
counts. of our Saviour. Matthew and 
Luke agree in the main object that the 
birth of their Lord and Maſter, was ſuper- | 
natural, and effected by the divine inter- 
poſition. They differ only, in their ſelec- 
tion of circumſtances, and events ; the-one 
| omitting | ſeveral particulars, which are re- 
corded by the other. St. John, it is faid, 
omits every thing of this kind: but. he 

tells his readers, that Chriſt, or the Logos, 
was, in the beginning, with God, and was | 
God that all things were made by bim— 

that the word was made fleſh, and taber- 


wacled among 10 ; and what Is particularly 
woes Me TRE remark- 


only eue Son of 6 Gods ä 


122 


3+. Mark's ecountis tines e 
but ſhort ay it is, it ſeems to convey an 
idea of dignity and RO n of a 


„The term Son of God has various kgnifcations 
in the facred writings. Sometimes it ſignifies all 
mankind: Every Son of Adam is, very properly, 
termed, @ Son of Gd; as he was created by him, 
Good men, alſo, are termed, Sent of God, from their, 
reſemblance io him in their moral endowments and 
amiable diſpoſitions. And Dr. Lardner, in his Ser- 
mon upon the title of Jeſus, as he Sen of God, gives 


this, as the firſt reaſon, why he was ſo called; that 


his birth was miraculous. And he farther ſays 
Jeſus is the Son of God, ina ſenſe peculiar to himſelf, 
tranſcendant and ſuperior to. all others, If this i is 
true of his title as "the Son f God—it will ſurely 
apply more forcibly to him, as the only- begotten Son 
of God! It muſt not; however, be diſſembled, that 
there is ſtill another ſenſe in which Jeſus is called 0. 
Son of God, and that is; as he is be Mefiah—the 
anointed of Gd; and this is the moſt uſual ſenſe + 
in which Jeſus is ſo ftiled. But whether this is 
the ſole, appropriated meaning of the term in "the 


introdpcüen to St. John, may be matter of daubt. . - 


# frikiog! 


N 5 


ſupernati | birth, 1 

ber Goſpels; but when conſidered | in 
conjunction with them, apparently leads 
ts the idea of that miraculous origin, which 
1 Evan geliſts have, more wy _ 


ly, pointed out. 


Au ſhenes and items of Divinity 
3 a. plain untutored reader would, I 
i apprehend, be diſpoſed to believe, that 
when Mark ſays— The beginning of the 
_ Gofpel of Jeſus Chrift, Taz Sox or Gop; 
"= and Luke, that the holy Child that ſhould 
1 | be. borne by Mary, foould be called Taz 
3 Gop t e former, as well as the 
later, alludes 40-his. extraordinary birth | 
The reſemblance, to ſay che 7 1s 215 
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I muſt RY eee eee — 
3 method of reconciling | the Eyangeliſts; 
| 75 wich. for inn novelty, and its conciſencls, 
Teniarkable;—E If,” fays he, 
ec we 


I - 
3 by. 


« we only take away the two firſt chapters i 

er of the Goſpels of Matthew and Luke, 
« and change a very few words in the - 
«.yerſes that follow them, we ſhall find 
tc very proper 'beginnings for them both, 
and exactly correſponding to that nase 
ce tural and ſimple one of Mark; for they 
« will then begin with an account of the 
« preaching | of John the Baptiſt ; as in 
2 fact, the Goſpel of John likewiſe does, 
« after a ſhort introduction concerning 
cc * the meaning of the word Jogos, which 

«© was, probably, much talked of at that 
ce time.“ To do this, we ſee he acknow- 


ledges, he muſt change 4 vety fem wards 


in the verſes that follow, But notwith⸗ 
ſtanding this trifle, he aſks—»<* Does not | 
this circumſtance give us ſome ſuſpicion, 3 
« that both theſe Goſpels of Matthew and 
e Luke might origitallyi have been pdb- 
« liſhed without thoſe introductions, (and 
< why not without the introduction o of St. 
"0 Theol. Repol. vol. i ir. p. 286. 
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* John ee che introductions were 

2 ritten afterwards by other perſons; and 
* chat eee eee eee 
4 of them? | 


This, it muſt be allowed, 5" 
ed of griting rid of, what are called, 
incumbrances on the Chriſtian ſcheme, — 
Bur when we reflect, that it is, by our 
Author himſelf termed no more than /u/- 
Ficion, and has no other evidence to ſup- 
} port it than that of the fingle Hebrew 
| copy of the Goſpel of the Ebionites—the 
E reader will have no difficulty in determin- 
1 ing which of the two ſchemes of recon- 
* ciling the Evangeliſts—his, or mine 1 
1 | 


Another exception . againſt the 
| hiſtory of the Miraculous Conception,” by 
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£6 « The farprize 1 e wich, g 5 | 
a aroſe in 1 the breaſt of the Mother of Jeſus,” I 
e upon ſome particular. occaſions, during 


ec his youth, are ſaid to imply a doubt nd 
R COFEZ0 2 ; 0 1 
« uncertainty, Which were incompatible * 


e with her Lent of his peas 
* k 4 & £4 | l 7 4 : - 
cc Meſſiah. N 
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But chis obje ection, fo far. as I can per=. bi J 


ceive, is not fraught x with any great di- i 
culty. Ic 1: is a matter of fact which, no 
one, 1 think, will venture to diſpute, ih 5 
many of our Lord' $ Diſciples, and, pundly 


the twelye Apoſtles cthemmſelves, alter ey. 3 
were fully apprized of his ſuſtaining the 


8 


character of the Meſſiah, erred very m mack” - : 
concerning the nature and defign of that | 


office. And Math, ſo far a we know, 
was not better i 1 wet time 
Su 


ty 


0 * 
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1 * 4 
73 we objec refers to, upon this 


| head. 1 "Mary might therefore be ignorant 

of many c circumſtances and incidents which 

- ncoſe, from her Son's infancy, to the 
UE; accompliſhment of his work, i Wh 
perſect conſiſtency with her knowledge of 
. This is not my * 
opinion only, but it is the opinion alſo f 
__ Sort ooo writer, whoſe Wr N54 vpon 
doe or — he being generally 

3 ber br = rank 185 


* * 


tis iter, b 1 . bs ie 

eto Dr. Lardner, who obſerves, 

that Mary might keep ſome things, and 

« ponder them, and be ſurprized, though — - 

«the had before had general intimations of 

7 them. Luke i i. 19. he ſays, is one o 

| « theſe places where ſhe i 1s ſaid to ponder, | 
and with good reaſon. The ſong of the |} 
« Angels, vbich reathes nothing but peace 


cc and 


7 9 


So c of herſelf and her ſon at that time; miglit 4 j 
IE. « well lead to ſerious meditation · Again: 2 
'* * Joſeph'and Matyhad italon wo 1 
© when Simeon ſpoke of the nature and 
1 < extent of this benefit, and went on alſo 
es hint the diſgraces and 

Jau : 5 
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s tharrelling at, and pg 
— 
Pe. | tent from her's, and the generality of the - 
People's notions of the Meſſial's charue⸗ 
der, appears to me to be £ 
evidence of in Do — 
Gigeſted ftory, that it is perfectly cones. 
dial to che whole of the Exangelical 
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Ain: I is ſaid; * Jeſus cxrefithy's 1 

— concealed his being che 'Mefliah fen 
. in general; and it was only 

| * late period in his hiſtory chat he 
Sees letter from Dy, Lardner to Dr. Mergen. 


v 4 14S; 
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© | *<cevented i it to the Abels, and yer, i in 
© {this introduction to the Goſpel of Lale, 
4 te. it is ſuppoſed to have been known with 


N eceertainty to the parents of John — to 


. 10 thoſe of Jeſus himſclt—to the ods 
þ and to, the Prophets, Simeon and 
I Pat Anna; none of whom are ſaid to have 
hh made any ſecret of it; and the laſt is 
Hh faid (ch. Il. v. 28.) to have ſpoken of 
« him 1 all who looked for redemption in 
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. 5 5 ow, Gays the Author 1 the Hiſtory of i 


© the Corcuptions of Chriſtianity—* had this 
e been the caſe, the eyes of all the country 
= © muſt have been fixed on Jeſus, as the 


2 promiſed Meſſiah; and all attempts to 
« conceal it, after his publick appearance, 


cc would have come too late.” 


| As this exception of our Author hw. a 
| good deal of plauſibility in it; it ſhall 
have all the attention that it deſerves; ; and 
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turns out to be of an weight in d, 
dating the truth 1 * —_— which. ve 


- 
* 


are ern gins 5 15 a IM 1 


"Tels A fact, which 1 think * not to be 


13 denied, that our Lord, upon various octa- 


ſions, during his publick miniſtry,” forbad 
h thoſe whom' he had healed, to make hir 
Known; '% and he, for a confitietable time at 
. leaſt, concealed the important circunaſtants | 
ol his being. che Meſſiah, not only fron the 
Jews in general, but from his. own imines- 
late followers: and he was extremely by 
of. anſwering any queſtions that” nigh 
have a tendency to draw from him an . 
plicit declaration of this kind. T his, at | 
firſt ſight, may appear to be want of catts 
dour and ingenuity,” and to compboras/ 
the exception of Dr. Prieſtley 3 againſt the 

Rory of the Miraculous Conception, that 


the Meſſiahſhip of Jeſus | is there made | 


known too ſoon! But neither of * 
he „ 1 F 
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* > Was Hom want of candour that he 
aas making hind ssen vader unt 

acter? No. This is contradicted . 
the whole tenor of his behaviour! All his 


finiſh the work which his Fake had giveq 

him a-commiſſion to execute. Ina 
FI from. neceflity—not from choice 
that he acted i in this manner, 
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region. round. ale : lar, 4e 
o by bi. St this 7 
the language. of John was] indeed bags. 

Hize Jon with water unto repentance ; ; | but 

be that cometh after me, is mightier than J, 

whoſe Biber 1 am ot wp orthy Jo dear: 

ſhall baptize you with the boly Pirit, PL 

; with fre, In St. John's account of this 
Meeting, the Jews are repreſent 
queſtioning the 2 whether 

aa Meſſiah XA 
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| walked, he gad Bab the lanb Pl Goa, 5 
wich taketh away the fin of the world. 

| FE It was likewiſe e at Jeſus's oy \ 
| w hi. entry upeg bis publick miniſtry, = 
that the W from heayen proclaimed bis 
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This. it my. beloved Sen, in N 
aeg Jan wel} Dlegked! In Wort, w. o- 
er Wil he at the pains to \ compare the 
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105 was not the intention, even at this early 
Pd, to conceal the important fact, that 
Kn 25 the ng from the world ** 
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3 ben, this 3 appears to llave been the. 


caſe, early as this, who will ſay that 
ps 1 intimations of the Meſhahſhip 5 
| 2 at his birth, to prepare the minds 
men for the reception of him, was 
\ either an improbable circumſtance, © or 
"Inconſiſtent with what we learn from the 
other parts of the Goſpels? True it 
it is, that Jeſus himſelf adopted a different 
Fo mode of conduct: but this alteration was, 
clear! y, not the effect of choice, but, as 
1 before obſerved, of neceſſity. The 
+. ews mere ſo diſguſted at the meanneſs of 
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his appearance ; and his profeſſions were 


ſo different from their expectations, that 
be yas obliged to uſe that caution wich 
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at his birth. But,“ ſays he, 4 bad chis 


Jeſus being made known teme 
| /the hiſtory of the Miraculous Coliceptioh 
 "uppoles— the eyes of all the cee, 
ec muſt have been fixed on Jeſus as the . 
-« promiſed Mefliah, and all aempts 1 
* conceal it, after his publiek rene 
=_ woes have come too n * ” an 
. i 30 yitoitil 
| We Fett Joſt ben in what manner John 

.the Bapriſt-tade kqown the cher, 

Jeſus; and it will, I ſuppoſe, be granted, 


that no man ever ſtood higher in the 


Fed eſtimation, than he did ; for the 
:: facred hiſtorian obſerves; that ay. men held 


rao his cates which 


ne Fu pears to me, to be the trüs 
anſwer to Dr. Prieſtley's objection to the 
Meſfahſbip of Jeſus being n made knen | 


« been the caſe,” i. e. of the characte aracter of 
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| Beſides; what e 
arim ought, in this cale; to be taken into 
conſideration. There were, he tells us, 
many pretenders to the Meſſiahſhip, (Sh, 

is thought by learned men, appeared D 
wa the time of our Savidur's birth x a 1 
drew after them mueh people, who ſuffer” 


many grievous calamities, in conſequenge” 
of their adherence to them. This ap- 


pears to account for the trouble, which” 
the report of the wiſe Men gave ti Herod, 
were apprehenſive of being involved in 
farther ealamities, and therefore were he- 
eome more cautiaus and nn 3 
nenn, A I 8! 


I eannot — my tart * 
this part of Dr. Pricſtley's exccptians, ' 
without. taking notice, chat he himſelf has © 
, 8 in eee, 
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che inconſiſtencies with which he has 
charged the hiſtory in queſtion. As he 
not told us what this ſcheme is, I have - 
- ventured to lay before the reader ſuch 
; obſervations, "as have occurred to me, 
ſubject. He will judge for 


Himſelf . "far. they deſerye to be 
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Veith Rome, and in a ſtate of dependence 
upon it. This objection Dr. Prieſtley has. 
© Rated at large in the fifth volume of the 
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Theological Repoſitory, 91 to 99. 
"BE But I/ſhall not, at preſent, reply to it; as 


i 21 more convenient opportunity of 
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enquire into the external evidence for this 
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The laſt, [dogg gh no means ** leaſt 


exception of our Author to the Mira- 
culous conception, which I ſhall tage 


notice of, under this head is, < that it is 


cc not ſo much as mentioned, or, in 8 45 


4 © moſt diſtant manner alluded. to, .by 


_« Chriſt himſelf; or by any writer in the. | 
cc New Teſtament. he From hence, he. 


conclades, that ĩt t does not "Fc to haye 


enn if e is no ow to think. 
that it was generally believed at that time, | 
we e "OT not belions; it nome ad . 


Thie appears to 3 che eee 1 
what Dr. Prieſtley has ſaid, upon this Part. 
of the ſubject; and i it, moſt certainly, de- 
ſerves. an attentive. conſideration- Kirn 
Theol, n v. iv. & {oj '266 to 0 268. 
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em: & 1 am, that the ground 1 am 
en has been trodden but by few, 
if any, before me; the neceſſity of be- 
ſpeaking' the candour of my readers to 
what has occurred to me, by way of reply, 
t this formidable objection of our Author, 
will be apparent. Whether it is ſufficient | 


to remove the difficulty, is not for me to 


fay. But, after the moſt careful attention 
that I Have been able to give to this part 


of the ſubject, it appears to me, that there 
0 are no certain traces of this remarkable 
| kiſtory, being made publick, during our 


Saviour's life. Nay, I think it muſt be 


admitted, that there is poſitive evidence 


in the Goſpels, that Jeſus was thought to 


be the legitimate Son of Joſeph and Mary, 


not only by the Jews in general, but even 
by the pepple of Nazareth, where he lived, 


rn And e 
J » A water i the 'FuzoLocical RxepariTont, 


whoſe Ggnature is Nazarenus, mentions a circum- 
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. were e Wantiojs the impropricty of maln 


a Miracle of this nature, -which was-inca- | 
pable of any other proof than the ſolemn 
declaration of Mary, pu ublick, At an cu 


of dhe a0 er Wege 40 i= ths 8 
«« chapter of John, we are informed' that the brethren 
«© of Jeſus did not believe in him. Now, ſays he, if 
«© the binh of Chriſt had been ſupernatural, it is, 
* bardly credible that they ſhould not have been in- 
formed of it; and one ſhould think that they were, 
« of all perſons, moſt likely to give it credit. Evi 
«© dence, which was, by no means ſufficient to con- 
+ t perſon, or ſtranger, would not 
fail to ſatisfy, where a multitude of ſtrong natural 
«© prejudices came to its aid. Now, there tan be 
« litcle dunbt, but that a perſuaſion” of the truth of 
. © the Miracle, and a knowledge of all thoſe extra- 
ordinary circumſtances, which are ſaid to: have 
— the birth of Jeſus, muſt have been quite 
r 
% concerning his divine appointment. But 3% we: 
t are particularly informed to the contrary, is there: 
© not the greateſt reaſon to believe that they h 


never heard of this Rory ; and conſequently: that 
£ the account which we have is not authentic ?” = 
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"Tf the reaſoning of this Writer is of any force, it 
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period, is evident at firſt ſigbt! What- 
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ever good opinion might have been en- . 


tertained of her perſonal character and 
NF chaſtity, antecedent to the acknowledging 
of Jeſus as the Meſſiah, it was abſolutely 


_ imp6ffible to have given the leaſt credit to 
her afſertion. By a premature diſcovery 
ſhe' would not only have defeated the end 
of it; but have, unneceſſarily, expoſed 
bertel to hes W of- the ca 
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Jeſus's being the Meſiah; as ad the e Wh 

Conception; for to hat, the obſervation of he 
ingeliſt, har bis brethren did not believe in him, 


more particularly applies; With reſpe& to the Mi- 


raculous Conception; I allow that it does not appear 
ih have been proper to reveal it, to any one, till he 
wis received as the Meſſiah. His brethren after- 
wards; as it ſeems, did believe in Jefus, under that 
character, and they had ſafficient” opportunĩty to 
N bis birth !! 
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with he i many Hd ire 
of che life and character of Chrift—yer, | 
when theſe catne to be unfolded—when 


ir appeared that he had all nature at his S 


command, and acted in the name, and by _ 
the authority of his heavenly F athEr— - 
ſhe, who before might juſtly have been 
branded with infamy, as an impoſtor, 
would have deſerved the greateſt credit, 
* Her teſtimony, ſolemaly given,” as our 
Hiſtorian himſelf - 4 0 would hardly | 
* have been n ie. e 
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There is one caſe which, 1 e 24 
has ſame conſiderable reſemblance to this: ; 
and the reaſons for its concealment, "at 
leaſt for a confiderable time , the fame. | 
| The caſe which I allude to, b Shar 

cransfiguration of our Lord, upon the 
Mount of Olives; where Peter, James, 
and John, as the hiſtory informs us, were 


the only perſons preſene, When dhe vilon 
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* im an hd n them oy 


me hon heroines the 
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was over, theſe diſciples were ſtrictiy 
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charged to tell it to no one, until after 


. their maſter's reſurrection. What now 


was the reaſon of this concealment ? Was x 
it not obviouſly this, that the witneſſes 


of the viſion were friends—perſons ſuſ- 


pected by-the Jews of a combination with 
Jeſus, to impoſe upon them? In this 


firvation of things, that prudence and 


wiſdom, which ever actuated our Saviour's 
conduct, marked his preſent behaviour. 


He commanded them to be ſilent upon 
the ſubject, until he had given the moſt 


ſubſtantial proofs of his being the Son of 


God „ with power, by his reſurrection from 


the dead, and that, of courſe, he would 
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there were ſeveral witneſſes of the fact 
how much more proper and neceſſary, 
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Mikko Binds of. our Saviour, [reſted 
ypon the ſingle teſtimony of Mary? It 
was a caution that, to the Jews, ſeems to 
have been peculiarly neceſfary z for; ſo far 
were they from receiving any accounts of _ 
Miracles from the teſtimony of others, that 
| thoſe which they ſaw with their own ces, 
e e e bern ae, 35 4 


he lente 5 
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ſerved concerning the Miraculous Con- 


_ eeption, far from being - extraordinary, . 
was perfectly natural, and ſuitable to 
Jeſus's uſual conduct in communicating 
truth to the world. And there ſeems to 
be no more reaſon for rejecting the Evan- 
geliſts narration of it, as fabulous, on this 
account, than for rejecting the hiſtory of 
the transfiguration! After our Saviour 
had wrought his numerous and trulx 
aſtoniſhing miracles—after he had oſt 


| the beads af the gravy and given ſuch an 
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ebene evidence of his dine miſſon 


—a leſs degtee of evidence, it is to be 


"preſumed; would have 'been requiſite © o 


Fo authenticate the Miraculous Conception, 
| Fran if theſe ſtrong, corroborating teſti- 


1944, monies, had been wanting. In the former 


| caſe, the bare declaration of Mary would 


have been, as already noticed, deſerving 


of credit. In the latter, no man in his 5 


ſenſes would have paid the leaſt regard | 


to it. A faith that would have removed 


mountains, would have becn neceſfiry to 
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II it be aſked When this alas was 
made publick, it muſt be owned, it is a2 
"queſtion that I cannot anſwer. All that 
„that the fact is recorded in = 


| 1 can fay is 


the Evaigelits, and St:- Luke has de- 


ledge of all things, from the very firſt. 
F And 


15 - clared; in expreſs terms, that what he 
. wrote was derived, from a perfect know- 
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| that time! 


5 cc the authority of Luke is certainly leſs | 
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any ching that had not gained pu 
among the followers of Chriſt at the time 
that his Goſpel was penned. The pre- 
ſumprion therefore i is (ſuppoſing St, Luke 
wrote this ſtory) chat it was believed, TY 
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"Te 0 11 as. our - Author Gora, | — « chat 


« than that of an Apoſtle that he poſſi- | 


« bly might have been miſinformed, with {i 


00 reſpect to the early part of. his hiſtory, 
f 65 and have taken up that ſplendid part part 45 


* it too haſtily,” "ths to ay the leaſt, to. 


uſe a new kind of language concerning "i 


this hiſtorian, who, as ſuch, has generally | 


been eſteemed, not a chic behind te 
chief of the Evangeliſts. It i is to render 


his teſtimony ſuſpected, upon matters, | 


which, even Dr. Prieſtley will acknow- 1 
Arne 0 be of great importance. In a 
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word; Tl idodouling a a doubt, 188 TY 
certainty, which, as appears to me, may 


be of the moſt ſerious conſequence! If 
St. Luke was deceived in this inſtance 


why n might he not be deceived in others 


55 Way not ſuppoſe that the Miracles of the 
Sioſpel are, in general, too fpleridid, and 


too extraordinary to be true? If he might 


have been miſinformed, and received his 
accounts from perſons, intereſted to de- 

ceive ; and had not judgment to diſtin- 

. 2 the true from the falſe— the fable 

from the real fact—the concluſion will be 


too evident to be denied that he was, 
t unqualified to be the hiſtorian of 


matters of ſo important a nature, as thoſe 
3 25 he has recorded. 
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Upon 511 A on 85 ; edt bas 
ſuch conjectures as theſe, it is not eaſy t to 
ſay, as he does not pretend to produce 


"any other marks of haſte or miſtake i che 
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1 2 of Fs hiſtory. His! jel war  þ 
Luke's hiſtory, becauſe he was not s 4 
| Apoſtte, ſeems to he ſufficiently obviatedy \ 
by the ſame ſtory being told by one, ho 
emen arafterF 
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If it be ad, that to herb la this 
Miraculous Conception of Jeſus, a -proper 
degree of credit; we ought to have been 
informed, of the time, and of the manner, "3 
in which it was made known; and of thi l 
reception which it, met with,” from the - | 
Jes; together with the objections that 
were, at the time, urged againſt it; all of 
which circumſtances are entirely concealed 
from our knowledge; I can only anſwer, 
that other Miracles, which are recorded in b 
the New Teſtament, do, in this reſpect, "if 
| ſtand precifely upon the ſame footing. 
The transfignration, as we have ſeen from 
the declaration of our Saviour himſelf, 
was to be. concealed, until after his reſur- 
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Z daten «fromthe dead; e 
it was een 250 manner in 
- which it was received. The only intima- 
tion we haye of it is, in a ſhort recital of 
3 69 (63. /Wnthe Epiſtle of Peter. And, it 
ds gemarkable, that our Lord's temptation 
i bes not, even this, advantage; it not 
| being mentioned, in any other way, thn 
in a {imple narration. Whether it 
believed, or not, we are yet to learn, ow 
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* The 8 it Appear 2g me, is, pn. 
ic was, the principal deſign, of the Goſpel 
' hull ans, to prove the important fact, 
that Jeſus was the Meſſiah. In doing this, 
the ſimplicity of their narrative, of the 
Miracles which. he wrought, and of the 
conduct of the Jews towards him, in a 
paſt vai of circumſtances, 3 is r 
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$i 5 0 Amis bes been nin 


d, of itſelf, an argument, of more 


Cbrriſtianity. They enter into us laboureS 
© defences of their Maſter's conduct. They 
relate the moſt aſtoniſhing Miracles, in 
the moſt artleſs, and unaffected manner: 
without annexing a ſingle remark. to 
them. And even thoſe, which in their 
own nature, e 
are related, in the ſame- ſtile; of beautiful 
| fimplicity! They are at no pains 60 
induce a belief of them; or to vary, in 
the leaſt, from che original manner, which 
they had adopted, in relating miracles} 
which were capable of the ſtronget ne- 
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admired, by perſons of diſcernment- Ie 4 


4 and miraculous birth of our” Saviour 
d, I know not of any other anſwer that 
cen de given, to this mode of reaſoning, 
than that it is vindicating one miracle, 
that is incapable of proof, by others, that 
are, 1 in = ſame en 

To this 1 can ors e that "hi 
. proved, not to be the 
genuine work of the Evangeliſts, I will 
readily acknowledge, that my reaſoning i ; Be 
_ «concluſive, and give up, the hiſtory of 
the Miraculous Conception, and all other 
* which are incapable of a partieu- 
lar and ſeparate proof, as indefenſible. 


| | This, Dr. Prieſtley has not, that I know 
| 4 df, attempted with reſpect to our Lord's 
if transfiguration ; or his temptation in the 
1 JOS. And, 3 to think, that 
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0 Mbee, af on the bene or Mund 
Fo criticiſm, his utmoſt efforts, upon this bead, 
wr be ineffectual. He has, however, = 


the early, hiſtory of the Chriſtian Chord, 
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that the external evidence for the t 
of the hiſtory of the Miraculous Conecp- 
tion, is extremely defective and, that 
it was not believed, by the generality, 

either of Jewiſh, or Gentile Converts, | 
in the earlieſt ages; but was coined, on 

| purpoſe to give a dignity to our Lord, to 
which, he had no right, or clam. Wie. 
ther he has given ſatisfactory evidence of 
the early and general diſbelief of this doc- | 
trine, remains now in the third and laſt 

ö to be conſidered. e 50 55 
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The very learned Aue of che ere 
dibility of the Goſpel hiſtory, has done, \ 
eſſential ſervice, to the Chriſtian cauſe, oP 


tracing, through the ſeyeral ages of the 
n 
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f „ * the firſt Meme of. 
| the Goſpels, down to our own times, the 
various facts, which we have now upon 
record, in thoſe books : : and, he has 
| proved, by a ſeries of evidence not to be | 
controverted, not only that the writings, Hh 
which now go by the names of the ſeveral - 
Evangeliſts, were admitted as their genu- 
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ine works, by thoſe who lived, the neareſt | 
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# to their ti times, and who of courſe, were | 
: the moſt competent Judges of their aur 
| 2 | but, that theſe writings, are 
now in the main, what they originally 


3 were were when they came out of their hands. 


4 8 method of Lint . 
Chriſtianity and the purity of its reccrds, 
has been, deſervedly, well received by all , 
- denominations of Chriſtians ; and indeed, 
| muſt be highly gratifying to all who would, 
build. their faith, upon a ſolid . founda- 
* And it is, in | thort, the allowed | 
| s touch- 
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ouchſtone by which we, at his diſtance 
of time, are to judge of the truth or falf. 
hood—of the genuineneſs, or forgery, of 
| anv of the narratives, or relations of facts, 
now recorded, in our was e 
r to apply this to the cats before: 
If many centuries had lapſed, with- 


out any notice having been taken of the 
Miraculous Conception — If the early Fs 


writers, and Eccleſiaftical hiſtorians, ha 
been totally filent upon the ſubjeck—If, 3 
in ſhort, no quotations were to be found | 


in their works, manifeſtly drawn from the 
J | | | SPI 0. 1 
I have ks the convenience, Gor the abilities | 


for a minute examination of the early Chriſtian” 
Writers; but it ſeems to me to be highly worthy of 


the learned, to make an enquiry. (upon the plan of B 


Dr. Lardner) into their works, with 3 particular 


view to thoſe relations in. the Goſpel hiſtory which. © 


are in their own nature incapable of proof, Tt ſeems/. 


peculizrly neceſſary to prove that theſe narrations * 
were received in the earlieſt times as 6 pas * their 


genuine and unadulterated Goſpels. -o 
s | "hiſtory | 
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there were, in early times, Goſpels of 


Hiſforyof that remarkable event; it would 
not vote have deſerved, the ſmalleſt re- 
gard, with whatever confidence its au- 
chenticity might, afterwards, have. been 
alerted, But, nothing of this kind; is 
© " pretended. Nay; it is admitted, by our 
Author, that we do find it, in the received . 
| _ <apies of Matthew and Luke; and that £ 
it is almgf certain, it was there, in the 

time of Juſtin Martyr. He at the ſame 
time contends, that it is no leſs certain, 


Matthew, and of Luke too, hien did not 
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Arai this account, which we are not 
diſpoſed to controvert; it appears that 


Juſtia Martyr, (who is ſupppoſed by the ; 


moſt judicious writers, to have been born, 


in the year of Chriſt 89, and to have 


ſiuffered Martyrdom i in 163,) was the firſt 
_ whoſe works have come down to 
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Conception; and that there „ 
of theſe Goſpels with, and iin 
this fact. No inference, therefore, can 
fairly be drawn, either for, ot againſt it 

authenticity, from this ſtatement of the 
matter. 
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hence, i in favour of either fide of the-queſs + * 


tion; yet, a very important conſequence, : 
\ neceſſarily, flows from i it. This difference. 


of the copies of theſe. Goſpels muſt has 
led, to an immediate enquiry, which We 
the genuine ones, and which had, the 
marks of forgery upon them. Indif- 
ference, in the caſe, ſeems to have been 
abſolutely impoſſible, whatever might 
have been the principles. of the parties of 
thoſe times. And, happily, for the cauſe 
of truth this controverſy began, under - 
n for the diſcovery. of. aud 
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avy fraud there was) of which no fue 
times could boaſt. 
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pels diſperſed abroad when, in all pro- 
; there were ſome Chriſtians living, 
hdd had fee; ; or, at leaſt, were acquainted: | 
wich thoſe who had: ſeen, the originals; _ 
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that i of the Chriſtians, in 1 age, 
were helievers in the ſimple humaniy e uf 
Chriſt; and that they were not without 
men of learning and abilities among them. 
They, therefore, bad no prejudices), or 
their: inquiries; . nor any . temptation, to 
ſuppreſs truth, from an -apprehenſion, 
| that it would not 5 ITY to * 
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the evidence wiling from the cantrovetſy,. 
and much more than we are poſſeſſed a 
the candid Juſtiw Martyr, as Dr. Prieſtley 
himſelf calls him, believed the fact was 
lufficientiy authenticated, and the nar-. 
#ations | of 1 it, equally genuine, wich the 7 3 
| other parts of the writings of St. Matthe r 
and St. Luke. This he aſſerted, in tlie 
-moft .uncquivocal terms ; not to a fen 
nds r- an obſcure and lonely 
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eve chem“ Mat, i. 40% at: 
comp; I 4. 31 This he writes, Ay RE 
Dr. Lardner in his firſt apology ; which 

he elſewhere tells us was preſented to the 
Emperor about the year 139.“ Nor is 
this; the only teſtimony, ' of this early 
writer, to the authenticity of the hiſtory 
of the Miraculous Conception: | He ap- 
peals, to the ſame ftory, in his ebntro- 


watt dialogue with 1578 an unbe- 


| Heving Je. And the Virgin Mary, 
& having been filled with faith and JOY» 
hen the Angel n brought 877 
dc ſhould ee e and the power of 
er che Higheſt overſhadow her, and there- 
fore that holy thing born of Her mould 
he the Son of God, anſwered: Be it unto 
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in the received Goſpels of Matchow 
er were there in the time of * Juſtin 
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ons 
informed; chogh appears to have been 
a duty; which he owed to the public, to 
Sire bis reafons for ſuſpicion if he had 
any, as his profeſſed object is, to contro- 
vert che truth of the Evangdit's narta- 
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A, Dr. aden hen apt: produced Gy 
lines againſt this teſtimony of Juſtin 


- Martyr to the Miraculous Conception; 
=o 'S: Theol, Repaſ. vol. ir. p. 268. 
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Martyr.””* Why he ſhould uſe the dubi- 
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Heathen Emperor, of ſingnlar ſagacity 
—— to; che whole ſenate 
ang people, of Rowe: e ich thy 
e bn long un abis-appeahermmgins N 
peached, in the nt of all impartial 
and diſcerning men, be conſidered. as 1 
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It ir be ſaid that Juſtin Martyr, finding 
1 ſome of mg: eie. Wehe 
"the truth of aged . as 
ſame authority, with che other parts) of 
dhe Goſpels without -—this it 
to ſuppole what appears io me in the high» E 
elt degree improbables vin. that no Col» 1 
troverſy had ever exiſted, either in, r Þ 
before his time, concerning the genuines 
neſs of the different eopies of the Goſpel, 
Ws if ſuch a .controverſy., had takes 
13 ; place, | 


3 | worthy of the charakter wick has unver- 
ay been given him, as a friend to truth 


4 to have received it, without et | but 
be mut have been uffailed wich ſuch evi] = 
= dence, (fuppoſing the Miracle was a for- 


| ; and chat things were, as Dr. Prieſt- 
ley repreſents them) as no man could 
een eee 
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The Chriſtians were then, according to 
dur author, moſtly belie vers in the ſimple 
humunity of Chriſt; and but. a fem years 
before; this belief, it is faid, was proba= 
bly univerſal. We, at this diſtance of 
time, may diſpute the certainty of this 
it could not be unknown to 
Juſtin. And, if it wWus ſo; the Unitarians 
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ain Roman Cenſus could mr 
«extend to that country. They had 
nothing to do but toi ſay n 
Martyr; (and that they ſhould not ſaꝶ its 

is ſcarcely credible) look into the public _ 

Romans, in ſuch-caſes—afſk- any/intellls s 
the marks of forgery upon it, and that; 
of courſe, the whole ſtory of the Mira - 3 
eulous Conception is a fable . Andi yet in 
oppoſition to all this evidence; Juſtin = 
Martyr pablickly and Solemnly avows hig "2 
e it—nay, he, does more he * 2 
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. ho-rhiſe very regiſters. . It is 
true,“ ſays Dr. Prieftley, © that Juſtin 
_« Martyr; and others of the Fathers, do 
Great as what the Romans would find 


un account of in their public regiſters, 


But, ſays he, ſome of them likewiſe ap- 
. — account of Chriſt tranſmit- 
pero Tn 
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< theſe writers, thkitic it For grated der 


es this account of the Cenſus in the Goſ- 


„El of Kalte was a. true one, did not 


de ſop. But we have no account of the 
« fact being verified, by an mien 


'* of records.“ r pai nes hf agree 
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nothing to do in this queſtion ;* 1 beg 
leave to aſk Dr. Prieſtley, whether he 


thinks it probable, om the ſuppoſition thar 1 


neither Juſtin Martyr, nor any of che Fa- 


thets, e e eee, 1 
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which Dr. Prieſtley relates the account of the Ads. 
d Pilate, faid to have been tranſmitted to Tiberius, 
that it was generally believed, by good judges, that 
no ſuch Acta were ſeat to him. But, if e look. ins 
Dr. Lardaer's Teſtimonies of Ancient Heathens; it 
will appear that he las not only quoted Jaſtin Martyr, 

and Tertullian, 23. appealing 10 thoſe Ace, "wad 
Euſebins as confirming what they ſay ; but he de- 


Elares, chat though the Acts of Pontius Pilate, and 


Bis letter to Tiberius, which we ubw have, art not 
genuine, but manifeſtly, ſpurious nevertheleſs, Jt 
maſt be allowed by. all, that Pontius Pilate compoſed 
me Memoirs concerning our Saviour, and! ſeut 
them to the Emperor ; whether Juin Martyrs and 
Tertullian have given a Juſt account of them or not. 
_Aund, he is clearly bf opinion, that it was cuſtomary. 
for the Governors of Provinces to compoſe acts, or 
remarkable occurrences,” and to ſend them to the 
Emperor; of which he gives ſeveral inſtances ; ; and 
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lical, 2 virtuous, pious, honeſt man, and incapable of 
'_ + wilfully deceiying; but a haſty. writer, and of & 
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- nn 


PAGES eee enen ee 
ef 


warm and credulous temper, He was highly and | 


- Juſtly eſteemed by the ancient Chriſtians, and Eu- 
ſebius makes honourable mention of him, as of one 


i Th nal nds Tiampel/as , qui inter religion 


noſtrz ſefatores maxime floruit, and he ſpeaks of 
nus two Apologies, his Dialogye with Trypho, and. 
| ſome other treatiſes, and produces fome paſſages 
inp ot linger, which ROE OE 
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uynartificial eloquence. The love of truth was hip" 
predominant paſſion, to which he ſactiſiced all: 
e and for which he laid don 
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His bis u gert refolation 5 and therefore, who- 


e loves trath, RR. 


ae, (ſays our amiable Witter John Hales) 


t f great F hci an, ſpeaks thus of himſelf —1 
* know. not how, even from my youth up, i in a 


66 wonderful manner, whether by divine inſpiration, 5 


© gr by fury and poſſeffion, or however you may 
«+ pleaſe to ſtile it, I have much contemned the opi- 
«* nion of the many; but Truth and Knowledge I . 
< have above meaſure affected, verily perſuading 
4 mylelf that a fairer, a more divine fortune could 
* never befal a man. Some tith, ſome tle Anim I tha 
8 «wh lay 1 to the words of this excellent enſon; for the 


. © ee of Truh has been my only care, ever fince I 
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© underflood the meaning of the word. For "this "1 


* have forſaken all hopes, all Friends, all Ag, 
liel might bias me, and binder me from driving 


2 what I aimed. For this 1 have peut my 
. money, my means, my youth, my age, and all that I 


. have. If with all this cuſ and pains my purchaſe 
#* is but error, I may ſafely ſay, To err hath coft me 
* cre thas it has many to find the Trath ; and Truth 
e hall give me this teftimony at laſt, that if I have 
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Juſtin could not, perhaps, Inv perde kia 
upon this ſubject with the ſame ſtrength and elegance; 
but he had the ſame heart, ä 
mind. 3 * e ene eee e as 
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. Every one who pts this charager of. Joffin 
Martyr, muſt conſider him as a " perſon of high re- 
ſpeRability, But it appears that he had ſome of the 


| of human nature. He was, lays Dr. 
Jortin, an baſty writer, and of a warm and credujous 


temper ; a part of his character which I am not Al- 


Pied 20 comrovert. It is, indeed, unneseſſary to 
7. If Dr. Jortin's- deſeription of him 

that the love of truth was his predominant 
Ne 40 which he ſacrificed ali worlUly congderi- 


$963—the Kate of things in his time, dec bo 


Dr. Prieftley's own account, was an effectual 


upon his credulity. He muſt have had his «tention 


turned to the objections of his adverſaries ; and, as 2 
lover of Truth. that was all he wanted. tt 
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(hole manſistion of the Old Teſtament 


Vthe antients) defended this partieular 
u opiuion of the Ebionites Our au- 


* goes on and ſays—6e we have nd 


but chat à man of his learning, and 
e character, about che end 
of che ſecond chili with all the 
A exidence before: him that we” can have 
* in favour of it, and p 
more than we now have againſt it, 
« ſhould write in defenct of his- opinion, 
« is; of itſelf, 4 fad of conſiderable 
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which with our author, ſeem to be of n 
conſequence at all! Juſtin Martyr is 
ſcarcely . worthy to he noticed witli Syrti 
machus: and even Symmiachus's want rf 
ſucceſs, in propagating his opinion upon 
this ſubje&, muſt be accounted for, fivnt — | 

other cauſes, though it is not kn], or © | 
even ſurmiſed, what arguments Sym 
: machus made we 1K TSHR n tj 
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and probably much more than we: catt 


— nen 
.  epnclyded, that, Symmachus's failure of 
i producing gonviction, with all the advan» 
tages of legrang ey FEAT with 
tht 16.0 pretend. 49/ have, was caring 
— thievidence.in fen 

be che Cheiſtian world to. judge 
of the 
force of his reaſoning ; for we have it, on 


| tha anemia. 08 davdy.of — | 
- Aguriſhed in the third century. But 
1 
— They did not, one "hood 

 - naturally ſuppoſe, think that the evidence 
r to juſtify Syrama- 
A, opinten; and therefore they 2d. 
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mitted i" as: 1 unde work of thi 
Evangeliſts, in whoſe Goſpels it is related 
The inference of our author, however, is 
the very reverſe of this. They, it ſeems} 
refiſted the ſtrongeſt” arguments and the 
fulleſt proofs of a forgery ; and they ad- 
mitted the truth of the Mitaculous Con- 
chough oppoſed. by all the e and 
abilities of a Symaniachts f 4.25 
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But candour obliges us to attend to our 
| Author's method of accounting for the 
eſtabliſhment'of this doctrine, as he ſeems 
to think, againſt all evidence. That 
“ Symmachus's opinion was overborme, 
460 notwithſtanding his defence of it, will | 
t not make an Unitarian think the worte: 
« of itz as the Unitarian doQrine itfelf 
* was: overborne; and it was probably 
* the operation of the ſame general cauſes 
. hat ws tuna] 20 both the ſimple and 
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1 proper humanity; 1 meaning by proper 
e bumanihy, that Jeſus had a human 


father, as vell as a mother. Again 
be ſaysf © that the eadly Jewiſh Chriſ- 
. tians, being the diſciples of Chrift, it. 
r may be ſuppoſed that they would have 
© been, pleaſed with a circumſtance ſo 
5 « inuch to his honour ; the very principle 
© ads he on which 1 doubt not, the 
*< belief of it did gain ground at N 


When a beten as dong. 
for a fadt fo remarkable as the reception 
of che doctrine of the Miraculous Con- 


ception, againſt all evidence, and againſt, . 
what is repreſented. to have been the 


general opinion, it appears to me, not 
only that the cauſes which he aſſigns for 
it, ſhould be perfectly adequate to the 
effect e * the 9 evidence 
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ally did produce ſuch, an effect. His" - 
reaſoning; in this caſe, _ ſhould not be 
founded on conjecture, buf on undocheed | 
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But if we extmige, with attention, Dr, 
Prieftley's manner of expreſſion, upon the 1 
ſuljeR ; it will evidently appear that he 
has offered nothing that at all approaches 
to ſatisfactory evidence: conjecture only . 


is ſubſtituted in its ſtead !-, In the firſt o. 


the paſſages, which 1 have juſt quoted, 
he ſays; it was probably the operation 
of the fame cauſes that was fatal to both 


the Gimple and Proper humanity | f 


Symmachus to be overborne, In the 


Chriſt, that occalioned the.. opinion | | 


other; be does not doubt that the circum- 


ſtances of ſuch an extraordinary birth; 
being very much to the honor of Chriſt, 
was the N principle on Which it did 
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E that very many of the Jewiſh Chriſtians, 
a bb were generally called Ebionites, 
did not believe the Miraculous Con- 
* _ ** ception z, and he Thys, . dit ie has 
the unanimous teſtimony of all who 
Speak of them, even in the lateſt pe- 
"*j0ds;” and from hence be preſumes, 
*. that this © diſbelief was more general, 
0 and probably univerſal, in an earlier 
ige. But T have ſhewn, as appears 
to me, on no ſlender grounds, that had 
this been the true ſtate of things at this 
early period the Miraculous Conception 
'.__ {fuppoling it to have been a forgery) 
_  ebuld have ftood no chance of a recep- 
C tion from any honeſt minded man; much 
= "Teſs rn n and univerſal one. 0 
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But , notwithſtanding the ee in- 
ſtuence of theſe cauſes, that our Author 
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Chriſt ; it may, I thipk,. be made appear | 
from his own conceflion, that the Mira. 
culous Conception, had in itſelf no parti- 
cular tendency among thoſe. whom he 
ſuppoſes were believers of it, to aggran- Eos 
dize the character of Chriſt ; for when our 
Author is endeavouring to conciliate the 
minds of his readers, to his, u undertaking, 
| he tells them—< there is no more reaſon 
te why the Arian, or the Athansſian, 
e ſhould be more attached to the belief | 
. of the Miraculous Conception than the 
e Socinian. The doctrine itſelf connects 
10 equally well, or <qually me * any 
Le particular _ hypotheſis. concerning the 
4 nature of Chriſt.” Again he ſays “ It 
| er may be imagined to be more . 
cc to Chriſt to have come into the world 
2 „ withove \ the help of a man, than with 
e it; but this is, an affair of inaginatin 
ba-. | Such are his obſervations. in 
N * Theol, Repaſ. vol. bv. 5. 246 wid” 
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thee of is Hock Ye wc he 
 *bonties ts account foP the genera recep- 
tiok of the Miraculous Conception. Then 
he tells his readers, that it was probably _ 
the operari ion of the ſame general cauſes, 
that was fatal to both the of and 
Proper humanity of Chriſt ; forgetting, 
as it mould ſeem, his « own allertion, that 
the dodrine itſelf cohnected equally well, 


or equally in, with any particular hypo- 


theſis concerning the nature of Chriſt. | 


Dr Ks e e e's 
- prove, that the Gnoflice rejected the doftrine of the | 
 Miragulons Conception; and he thinks this is a 
« fe more Extraordinary, and more unfavourable 
« to the credibility of ie, than the diſbelief of it by 
& any of the Catholic Chriſtians, Jews, or Gentiles ; 
4 becauſe this doctrine would have ſuited remark- 
2 r e TS IE 


; Show 2 rommetie ibs lnmage- with the. Eo 
of our author, that the doctrine itſelf connected 
* Equally well, or Equally ill, with any particular 
39 Appear epning. <6-aghes of. igiSas, 2 
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ut not to avail qurſlves of this F- | 
fight—let us ſuppoſe that the Mi | 
Conception was credited. through a devire- 

0. aggrandize the, character | of Chriſt: 
— ſhall we ſay of the Ancient Unitz- 
rians; for they, ye are told by Dy. Prieſh- 
ley, entertaiged oppoſite opinions upgn 
the ſubje& ; though, they..certaiply were 


under no temptation to receive. the. ſtory, 
wich a view to aggrandize the W 


of their principles, free from i 
dices, in its favour: and were at full 4 
liberty to examine, with candour, the; evi- 1 


ih of the, werirs of the. ſee bes. 50 


iy „Enke Th als 2 
whoſe ſignature. is Nepiodidaſcalos, is fo "0 

| hard Prefſed, with this oppe Li of qpi- 9 
vians upon the ſubjeck of che Miraculous 
on a rials ® 
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Whatever reaſons (and ſuch there are) 
. e be ſuppoſed to haye influenced the 


vol. 26. 15 + 14 * "3&5 
. p. 5 898 


* 


l 12 


w4 7 8 S 


"ths Miraculous Conception from the 
"Goſpel hiſtory ; and from the records of 
_ antiquity. "Theve thewn cant the charger 


nay, , by dige perſons, be ane 
the. New. Teſtament, tliat it was plaidily 
.aggrandize the character of Chriſt ; and that 
vin rata fare een 
— . eee ee 
a of this Miracle, I have ſhewn," dr E 
ſome of the Evangelical hiſtorians omit 
to take any notice of it, while chey take 
notice of other events, of far leſe dun- 
ſequence; they likewiſe omit others, whoſe 
importance is unqueſtionable;; and I have 
ſhewn' that it is, perfectly, agreeable to : 
- their uſual manner in communicating 
truths, which were in their own©nature 
hs incapable of proof; ſimply to give a'nar- _* 
ration of facts, without a ſingle obſervation. 


gion of: Jed character a 28 the Meſſiah; 
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character ſhould be concealed ; but the 
effect of neceſſity ; ariſing from the op- 
poſition which our Saviour met with, 
From the Jews. 
» ˙ AA ˙ůum ̃ᷣᷣ R 1 6k 
© hs alk ven that if there are no 
-certain-traces that the Miraculous, Con- 
* ception, was made known in the carly 
part of our Lord's miniſtry, mne 
| en for 
 - eaſe of the transfiguration, and very pro- 


n ably in that of the temptation ; of the 
; belief of which, ve have no more evi- 
. «ice, from the Goſpel hiſtory; than we 


have for. that of the Miraculous Con- 
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pos te beit — evidenen | 


for the Miraculous Conception it has 
been ſeen that it was mentioned very early 


been believed, in common, with the ocher 
parts of the Goſpel hiſtory :"and we have 
obſerved, that though there were in early 
times different copies of the Goſpels; 
ſome with, and ſome without the hiſtoty 
* the Waden en ;* from 
Q which 
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place, of an obſervation of Dr. Prieffley3 Which, 
however, may not very improperly be inferted here. 
_ He thinks, it is by no means improbable, that an 
Interpolation of tne chapters in queſtion, might have 
| taken place; as, be ſays, „ no perſon can well 
1%, doubt of hunnthing of ths ſame natore having 

e taken place, with reſpect to ſeveral | 8 
«4 the books of — even whire we hawe'vn. f 
44 evidence whatever, from hiſtory, from manuſeripta, 
<< or from antient yerſions, of the paſſages having = 
ever been, what. we now. take it for granted, 
«« they originally were. This he thinks. td have 
* been the caſe with reſpect to the word 
John vi. 4.” And, he ſays, ©* that the 
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- queſtion could: fairly be drawn ; yet that 
- this” difference of the copies of the 


| Goſpels muſt” have led to an immediate 
enquiry, which were the genuine ones, 
und which had the marks of forgery upon 
1 and that ſuch was the ſtate of men 
and things, at that time, acccording to 
 ,Qurauthor's account, as was highly favour- 
eee e. 
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boden geſence of this laſt paſſage, will bardly 
NC har” 'e fe ned tea 

 tobean 


15 Pak, hater js the n ee to theſe pa 
mite z it muſt be evident is every one; chat the 
* 'of n fingle word; or even of a ſen- 

© tence, was much more eaſy, and much more likely 
to be overlooked, than the interpolation of whele 
wen, which contained the moſt fiogular and ex- 
ordinary tranſaQions. If theſe chapters were not 
. f * eee eee * 
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| ela meeps 0 he Roman cane 
of the truth or falſhood of Which, every 
 onrie promos. hn be able to nn. 
een ene 


To the objection irs Dr. Thee that 
the Miraculous Conception gained credit; 
 froma deſire to aggrandize tlie character 
of Chtiſt; ie has been replied, that he has 
adduced no proofs. of his aſſertion 5 bit 
indulged himſelf in conjecture and ſur- 
miſe only, and that he has, himſelf, ac. 
* knowledged that the doctrine itſelf, con- 

. nected equally well, or equally il, with 
any particular 0 Pe the 
nature -of Chriſt, ö 
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primary Miracle of Ws eee are 7 


| hardy underiaking indeed, + a palmed "ew 58 
afterwards upon the world; and impoſſible that they 
Mould not be noticed, the moment they appeared | 


II ide reader turns back to pages 304 31, ab, 
of this tract, and connects this notes with: what” is. 
there ſaid, he will be able to judge, more accu- - 
e en Ws 
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neither ſo ſtrong, nor ſo. Was "as 
for many of the other Miracles which are © 
recorded in the New Teſtament; as, in 
truth, from the very nature of the Mira | 
ele, they chuld not be; yet it does not 
appear that they are, in any view, ſo de- 
feRtive as our author ſeems to imagine; or 
ſuch as will juſtify a rejection of it. Dor © 
of this the reader will, I preſume, form m 

2 tolerably accurate judgment, after 

baying read what I have adyanced upon © 


* ene 


1 thall now conclude the whole, mich” 
an Obſervation, or two, upon the man- 
mer in which 1 apprehend enquiries of this 
3 nature, ſhould be conducted; and Which 
it appears to me, Dr. . vilt do 


| well, Piel, to aficnd to. 


* * 
1 \ * : 
4 


| The chapters of St. Matthew aud St. 
| Like which avs byes the ſubje& of the 
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of. the Miraculous Conception of our... 


Saviour. A Guſpicion aciſes about their. 
authenticity—or, whether they are a part 
of the genuine writings of theſe Eyvunge 
lifts, | This OI 
of cool and difpaſſionate diſquiſition. In 
diſcuſſing this queſtion ; let us be guided 
by the rules of ſound criticiſm let every, 
evidence, for, and againſt the authenticity 
of che Miracle be produced that antient - 
| hiſtory affords let the. internal charae- 
ters, of truth, or falſhood, be examined, 
with all the freedom which the importance 
of the caſe requires; and let us, by all 
means, be influenced by the ſuperior 
weight of evidence, on which ever fide _ 
it turns! Let chis be done with W 


to every paſſage and every fact which is 
recorded in the Chriſtian records ; of. 


which we may entertain a ſuſpicion, | Alt % 


" and. good men, will bee only | 
play. 
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| or reject, whatever ſuits our particular 
ple. If vr do this, Chriſtianity is the 
moſt uneertain thing in the world! If for 
 jnſtance St. Luke can be ſuppoſed to have 
taken up his account of the Miracu- 
bus Conception; that ſplendid part of 
his narrative, as Dr. Prieſtley calls it, 
too haftily—from perſons” intereſted” to 
. deceive; and without the fulleſt evidence 
_ which the nature of the caſe would admit 
That ſecurity have we, for. the reſt of 
: . the facts which he relates? Why may we 
4 not be deceived i in one as well as another ? 
Fry Where ſhall we ſtop, and by what means 
3 Ae the fictions from the realities, 
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” A, ber excomye ag anticabile, 
But here let us flop. Let it not be ſup- 
- poſed that God would chooſe, credulous, 
unfaithful, or weak men, to tranſmit to 
u the memorials of his abundant kind- 
| neſs towards the ſons of men. Let us 
Er ee to receive, 
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Fier wu, or, ignorant ug 1a 5 | 
arguments he muſt have been 4, very | 
unſie praſon.to tommunicate ig the world, 
the tre nature of. Ckriſtianity + 7 1 
wut, have lied, when he ſplemply afle Tet ried, . 
chat he had the whole, dofrine. of the 4 
Goſpel, by immediate - revelation from. 


bezuen, Withous 46x cammpypication from 

tens fan pe cannot. pL 1 
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in the Hife of our bleſſed Lord; and that 
ue only enquiry which weß as Chriſtians, 
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. nianiſin; or what any other human fyſtem 1 
ebe ve ee io whar gerne 

a and unadultefted Chriſtian 
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| relations of the Goſß — PN 
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3 deceive z- aud thag, thts 

| Narrators, dazzled by their ſplendor, 
might be induced to record them, on their 
information; or they may think. them 

nothing more than a compliance . f 
the hiſtotian, with the cuſtom ee 
among ancient nations, of making man- 


© kind. believe a peculiar. interpoſition of 


che Gods, when. new Empires, and new 
| Aae were to be eſtabliſhed. " 2 
him wer nn 2 
1 But we, I cruſt, have 95 better 2 
| 1. our belief, and a foundation for our 
_ - faith that will ſtand againſt all che attacks 4 
of Infidelity, | The proofs. of the truth 
of the Miracles of the Goſpel, are. 8 
numerous and well atteſted, and they were | 
wrought in fuch ſituations· and circum» 
ſtances, chat no common fact can well | 
be. better. aſcertained no teſtimony can 
be more worthy of credit, * 55 
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publick, © it was my intention to have con- 
fined hed thoughts to what Dr. Prieſtley | | 


idly, and with the utmoſt . 
> offered every i that es 
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aſcribed to Ignatius, a botempbrarfy He 
Apoſtles, which particularly imetiions e a 
hittory of the Miraculous Chnception, Al! 


almoſt in ee Wr 
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among learned men; it is Bar sda th | 
ſuppoſe, from Dr. Prieſtley's filence upon 
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7 But, chat the reader may form ſome | 
judg t of his opinion, and the reafors | - 
upon which it is founded, I ſhall faith- . 
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| ral opinion of learned men, ue inte- 
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Epittles, 1 ſhall now ſet down per puns] bf \ 3 
Micecalo,.Concrptng. nnd. 1 1 
this, I ſhall give as accurate a tranſlation 1 4 
ef dhe paſſge as Lam able m Is 
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« « of God, in the womb of _ of the 
4 ſeed of David, by the Holy Ghoſt, 
< For behold, faith he, 2 Virgin ſhall 

« conceive in- her womb, and ſhe ſhall 
„ bear 4 Sog, and be ſhall” be calle 


— hon wet _—_— > 4 
3 


> n e / 
. chat 


 pritten about the year 116, ſeviltbes | 


conſiderable evidence in favour - of the 


x 4 Mer F As 
— - * * K - = 
— — 
4 ; _ 5 
* 1 2 ; x 2 
- —_ ">. * 4 * 3 * : 
— : ; — . ba © © * * % . FL : — a bd e 
py » * = 
— : i | 
. 2 p55 421 % 1 of 
% o 2 w +. gg «> 4 4 * oy 7 81 Go $.+ 5 : 2» "4 18 i 
 &— +4 E 7 -f MM a+ 4:4 LH: 15 F : & 7 1 5 I 
- 1 * 
_ = . 
. z e * 
2 * 4 ; -* - u 1 | * * . 
* „ * =” A «4 Er * „ , Re - wb % * o - cv * © e 5 3 — — 
A — 1 oF > - > — * - - . 8 : - { * 3% « 1 
S 2 0 q * — * 
8 1 r . 4 
Hl 3 : e e art 
nb 349% . Space oa A I 
* - „ 
* » - - . * * of a 
4 1 * 14 . — r "2 wa | 5 
* * : _ 1 4 — 8 4 "> 4 £ 4 
»# 2. & ill 41 o# ; 1.4 -% ** my F585 $ Fy <'* 13 
0 
* 
9 4 "—_— ;' © * " = x 
# 8 % —_ of * 19 N - * f * * 4 - A N \ . « &} hs. 4 
1 *. 1 2 ' > © 2 *% £  _\ 0 
ACHES el I Ai £95 43 bh 30 VACRTHEIG 
* Ln 4 s 
. — EF 
Tos * a JE : 228 1 4 0 P 
* | *% 7 EL" I * 7 , 2 , Iz 922 : "4 EW > 
* — 4 42 1411 VIE = 2 82 2 4 w Sd 4 ri > 
F * * * — PF ks 
"2x ® , ** , a ; * 
1 4 f 7 * * . * 4 1 * * 
9 SJ ">. P / ? 8 # = , TE. 2a + 7% 
23 , - * 1 d 
— 5 Aa — E - 1 i 4a 8 9 * 9 %. «© > ww Ly 42 * * Py + £2 
„ 6 * * " 6 
D 2 * 
, _— + * 
* * * * - * _- — „ 
. * F & * — . a — a  — - W « * * LY * 
5 . 4 7 * 1 : * 8 . Ll * 
* f * - #4 4 4 — by 4 S * #2 = ©” 
+ \ Ss 0 % 
' * 5 Ir | Ex. - ; 
4 : 5 A * 8 C4 * 4% , 4 * 
Ros 4 * | S „ * en 
— 5 \ + * Q * L SS % * * S % 44 = = #*%" 4 N 1 1 — iS *. 4 f 
* * * , 2 
e 3 x * * 94 T 
* a % # . - * ® - >» 
* 1 * „ 160 R . 4 £ » % 4D. p,- it * 82 5 = * . 
Xt 7 1 0 : N + * PIE . | 3 - * * 
— * CG  - 
* | . 1 5 1 
' =. 1 
_ * * a = * 1 Cz 4 ” * 
— . an, rH 47 * * * nne —X" | 
. 2 2 29 * 1 wo C7 1190 ns 
* 3 
- Z of * © - * . * = 
3 . 9 * * 8328 ”, 1 - a* 7 * * 
8 — 4 4 * a — 8 * 2 1445 $A ww” % oy 3 
2 . * — * 
* - 1 * Ca : - 4 ' 1 2 
=, a 7 1 8 
. 24 1 83 1 * 1 E 5 1 
en 221 1 g 2 * 
th „ p *. W 4 — 
* 
* 7 71 40 4 (a * 005 4 3 4 4 N 
— * 21 3 4 i V. i: 44 15 "LET: 948 * a 
* — D 1 


d +4 


Wi. 


a 


7 * 


of which he endeavours to invalidate the 
teſtimony of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, upon 
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HE Rev. Dr. Thomas Edwards, of . 
the Univerſity of Cambridge, hav- 


ing lately publiſhed two Sermons, preach- | 
ed before that learned body, in the latter 


a ſubject that has engaged much of my 
attention; and on which, 1 laſt year pre- 
ſented my thoughts to. the publick, in a 
work entitled An _ 1/luftration of various 
Paſſages of Scripture I feel myſelf parti- 
cularly obliged to take notice of theſe 
objections, as he thinks, that though my 


over the more common. | bypoteſis, yet. 
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41 , See Dx. Edwards « 24 Sermon, p. Us! 
ads 


— 


confure che opinion which ef 
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in an opportunity, (if the mee 
tract whieh f now lay before che publick 
meets with "their ' 


| derable rer The Onthodox Father 
| Wh tranſlated 
 Thaiah, may aſſent to the validity of Mr. 
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Are that the Hoofles bore" aten 
Grotius may inſinuate, that for wife pur 
Poſes, e pious deception was permitted to 


| 5 el the Univerſity of Cambridge, may not 


Apoſtles from the accuſation of error. 
But though 1 am perſuaded (to uſe the 
language of Dr. Edwards) that our reli- 
iin is founded on a rock, which the oldeſt 
5 aſſaults N infidelity can never undermine, | 
and that a judicious defender of the faith 


| wilt ſenlfully di icriminate the outworks 
which be ought to abandon, from thi pb 
| I Brength which be ought to maintain; _ 
yet I am bold to affirm, that if the pres 
ditctions of Chriſt and his Apoſtles are to 
= be” "reckoned n che utworks deg 


55 .. See Dr. Ednrde's 2 V p. 12. = 
45 # 3 Bo . 0/1688, p. 14. drone: 10. 
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Lale place} And the ingenious Profeſſor 


appear extremely ſolicitous to relieve the th 


eriminate the poſts of 
ought: to maintain. If Dr. Edwards's ol 
upon the ſubject is juſt, the 
Cristian Citadel muſt fall, and, like he a 8 4 

| baſeleſs fabrick of a- viſion, leave not a Us 
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10 ſpeak without a metaphor Upon 8 


iſhment; of the ctions © 
i es, alluded to, 


by Dr. Edwards, I do not heſitate. to 
| take the credit of Chriſtianity. 'In doing 1 
is, I may be thought, by: ſome, to expreſs | ; 
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|  _ aifkment, that n my Tilaftration of. various | 
| dee 1 bave taken ne no 
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= | . Matthew; the beging of which, - 1 


* | : gt Ver juſtly obſeryes, i is cloſely united 23 4 
J i.e, former by the particle THEN, | and the ff t | 
1 | 2433500 14th) verſe firmly Connected with the be⸗ ; 75 | | 
| |.” inning, by che particle zen. The track. 
4658 bs, Dr. Edwards raſhly 1 what He = 
-  dors not underſtand. I, after the man- 6 
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, notwithſtanding he he — web 


5 5 boy ſubtle and inventive genius to ac 


e che remaining portion to any 
| other event than erk day of retribu- 
5 Twill (9%) undertake” td prove, 
- (though 1 really did not perceive it, till 
this Advertiſement was nearly finiſhed) 
that the whole of that chapter is a beau - 
riful and elegant continuation of the for- 
mer; and I hepe it will then appear, with, | 
reſpect to theſe Chapters at leaſt, that 
obſcurity i is not Juftly to be imputed to 
the Au ithor of them; ; and fill Teſs, that 
they abound with every imperfection” of 
ſtile which can poſſibiy deform” a lan- 
guage! | I mult beg leave to add, char I 
am ſo confident that 1 have gained an 

accurate meaning of the Knowledge of 

this chapter, that 4 ain willing to ſtake 
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| the. lille reputation I. am poſes of, 
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ations to procure them, for acceſs to loch 
books as my humble ſituation i im life, 4 
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As the ſize of the work cannot at pre- 
ſent be aſcertained, the names of thoſe 
who are inclined to encourage this under- 
taking, are requeſted to be leſt at che 


bockſellers mentioned in the title page. 11 


The price will be regulated acco 
the ſize. 


: calls of a young family, will not per. 1 
mit me to acquire, and the enco 5 
of a generous publick, in a cauſe of fuck - 11 
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